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426 The Old Testament Student. 

EncyclopcBdia Britannica, described as to all appearances not historically accurate. 
Is the Old Testament everywhere contemporary with the events ? 

Pardon me for also correcting a reference to The Empire of the Hittites at p. 
228, Jan. 1885. My friend, Prof. Sayce, is far too unaggressive, far too conscien- 
tious, to have indulged in such arrogant and ofEensive language towards me as 
that which Mr. Wright has fallen into in your extract. My article Hittites is trust- 
worthy up to its date, and not diametrically opposed to Mr. Wright's views on the 
subject of the Hittites, though speculations on the reading of the Hittite inscrip- 
tions were not as yet in existence. On the subject of Old Testament criticism, 
my ideas differ, no doubt, from those of Mr. Wright, but have at least a right to 
be respectfully treated. This is not the first unprovoked aggression Mr. Wright 
has made upon me. I beg, sir, that you will not identify yourself with his reac- 
tionary principles. Scholars ought by this time to have learned mutual respect. 

Yours truly, 

T. K. Cheyne, D. D. 

P. S. — It seems at present more likely that Mr. Wright will have to recall 
some of his hypotheses than that I shall have to change my view of the " Hittites" 
of Genesis. May I reiterate a warning (see Old Testament Student, 1884, p. 
76) against accepting too hastily the apologetico-historical conclusions of writers 
of the school of Mr. Wright ? It is too common to suppose that the bearings of 
archaeological discovery are altogether favorable to the minute accuracy of every one 
of the numerous historical passages in the Old Testament. This is surely not the 
case. Recent cuneiform and recent Egyptian discoveries alike have results as 
curious as they are interesting, and which only inveterate conservatives can regard 
as favorable to the old traditionalism. 



The Fnlflllment of Predictloii.— Little is made of the prophetic element in 
Scripture by many, because for so large a portion of it definite fulfillment cannot 
be satisfactorily asserted. On the other hand by those who make much of the 
prophetic element, even the smallest details of a given prophecy are formd to have 
been fulfilled. Here are two classes of Bible-interpreters. The one class exam- 
ine a prophecy, find no clear fulfillment of it in history, regard the whole sub- 
ject as vague and unsatisfactory, and consequently drop it, preferring to give 
attention to those portions of Scripture which may be studied, as it would seem, 
to greater profit. The other class examine the same prophecy, find (or fancy that 
they find) the most remarkable fulfillment even to minute details, regard the pro- 
phetic portions as, in fact, the most important in the Bible, and drop all else. 
The great majority of Bible students belong to one or the other of these classes. 
Where is the mistake ? 

The examination in both cases is an examination of the surface. They look 
merely at the outside. The first class make up their minds, from a superficial 
study, that certain things must have taken place in order to satisfy the words of 
the prediction. They cannot discover that exactly these things have happened. 
Then uneasiness follows, and interest in the subject is lost. The second class 
scour through history, find, here and there, events which answer the conditions, 
and regard these as a fulfillment of the prediction ; or, in much the same fashion, 
they interpret those applications made in the New Testament, as f ulfllling, for the 
first time and the last, the passages in the Old Testament to which they corres- 
pond. Both of these classes may be termed literalists. They are both wrong. 
They both do great damage to the cause they would serve, the former by their 
seeming lack of faith, the latter by their actual lack of common sense. 

Bible-students must learn to recognize the fact, that, however far-seeing, the 
prophetic fore-sight was comparative blindness ; that, however clear, the inspired 
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thought was necessarily clothed in language which even the divinely illuminated 
prophet himself often failed to comprehend ; that, however specific, the prophetic 
word took on the coloring of the times in which it was uttered. We must not be 
literalists. Let us in every case ascertain the fundamental meaning intended to 
be conveyed, the underlying principle, which, for the sake often of obscurity, the 
divine purpose permitted to lie concealed. This being found, let it be compared 
with the principle underlying those events which are claimed to be fulfillments of 
prophecy. E. g., the prophet Zechariah (ix., 9) calls upon the daughter of Jerusa- 
lem to rejoice, for "beloved, thy King cometh unto thee : he is just, and having 
salvation {better, saved) ; lowly (better, afliicted), and riding upon an ass, and upon 
a colt the foal of an ass." The literalist reads Matt, xxi., 1-10, and exclaims. 
What a remarkable fulfillment ; — a fulfillment to the letter. He means by this 
that the specific event narrated by .Matthew is that which the prophet had in 
mind. But how narrow is such a view. A closer study of the passage would have 
shown him that the prophet was describing, by a suggestive picture, the peaceful 
character of the Messiah's advent. He is to come without pomp, without osten- 
tation; "he shall not cry, nor lift up, nor cause his voice to be heard in the 
street ; " or as the context itself explains it (verse 10), " he shall speak peace to the 
heathen." What a characteristic prophecy, — fulfilled in the life of the Savior, 
viewed as a whole. Without doubt, the event narrated in Matt, xxi., 1-10, is a 
part of the fulfillment, for in a peculiar sense the peaceful reign of the Messiah is 
here illustrated ; but let us not belittle prophecy by supposing that the prophet 
referred exclusively to this. If this specific event had never happened, the 
prophecy would have been as truly fulfilled. 

This is but a single example, and not by any means the best that might have 
been selected. Our thought is simply this : It is wrong, and injurious to the 
interests of Bible study, on the one hand to look for a literal fulfillment of every 
prophecy ; on the other hand to find in what is mere coincidence, a fulfillment, or 
in what is but, at best, a partial fulfillment the entire fulfillment. Let us not 
look for fulfillment in the letter, but in the spirit. The latter is higher, nobler, 
more convincing. The adoption of this canon of interpretation would solve many 
scriptural difficulties, otherwise insoluble. 



